


= ST Q
g s ° LIMESTONE
:
S
Q
] =
g &
SN E
2] 29X 2
SIS 5 MW02-15
Sl N g
Rz E
=l DRl B P
§ 0 % % 2 \ &l
SEENE 1016
S NSLS IS 3
S Sl = o NE
S S UNCREST
S S TS
S Z 5 &=
S “ ; \g] &
= ~ 2
g s oty &
= N ‘ $ 1-02CD
N . MWO01-02SE &
§ 1 WD2:06 MWQ2-10CD
%)
= j02-06CD
@ VERNAY FACILITY '
N EEE
s S £ 2 MW01-08
2 s 3 = N g
SEEE R
§ S =] 3 MW02-05
§ ’ B & MWO2-16
I = MWO02-05CD
§ ;; ;: m MWO01-03CD MW02-1GCD'$-
HMEE
TS = m
& !\) % W.N. COLLEGE
S~ Z
S S i
§ Nl I S Mwo24p4 (&;
% S
s 2
RS =
18
| |z]5
> SN
) N MWO02-04CD
,5 W.C. COLLEGE
; l Composite Potentiometric Ground Water
= Elevation from the Cedarville Aquifer
= LEGﬂ N AN Measured Sept. 4, 2007.
= - - \ 2 Foot Cont Int: |
g @ Cedarville Aquifer — 3l | A (2 Foot Contour Interval)
S Extraction Well =
= CW01-01 average pumping rate = 8.3 gpm D W.S. COLLEGE
oA == = CW01-02 average pumping rate = 6.0 gpm MW02-14CD T 4~ » Model Predicted Flow Path
gl &s 3 Upper Cedarville Aquifer 7z A During Pumping (9/4/07)
= Monitoring Well
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